CONSUMER DEFENSE GROUP ACTION

950 South Coast Drive, Suite 220
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
Telephone: (714) 850-9390
Facsimile:  (714) 850-9392

60 Day Notice of Intent to Sue The Irvine Company
Under Health & Safety Code Section 25249.6

Consumer Defense Group Action, a California corporation (hereinafter “CDG” or the “Noticing
Party”) hereby gives Notice of Intent to Sue Under Health & Safety Code Section 25249.5 (the “Notice™)
to Clarence Barker, President of The Irvine Company (hereinafter referred to as “IRVINE COMPANY”
or “the Violator”), as well as the governmental entities on the attached proof of service. The Noticing
Party must be contacted through Anthony G. Graham at the above address.

This Notice is intended to inform IRVINE COMPANY that it has violated Proposition 65, the
Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act (commencing with Health & Safety Code Section
25249.5) (hercinafter “Proposition 65") by failing and refusing to post clear and reasonable warnings at
the facilities listed on Exhibit A hereto (which are owned/managed by IRVINE COMPANY ) (hereinafter
“the Facilities”) that IRVINE COMPANY permits the smoking of tobacco products at the Facilities,
which exposes customers, visitors and employees to tobacco smoke in the areas where smoking is
permitted.  CDG is aware that IRVINE COMPANY owns and/or manages a large number of other such

Facilities at which similar violations are occurring and reserves the right to amend this Notice to include
such Facilities at a later date.

Summary of Violation;

Proposition 65 requires that when a party, such as the Violator, has been and is knowingly and
intentionally exposing its customers, the public and/or its employees to chemicals designated by the State
of California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity (“the Designated Chemicals”) it has violated the
statute unless, prior to such exposure, it provides clear and reasonable warning of that potential exposure
to the potentially exposed persons (Health & Safety Code Section 24249.6). Tobacco smoke is one of the

Designated Chemicals. Secondhand tobacco smoke has also been identified as a toxic air contaminant by
the California Air Resources Board.

The Violator, in the ordinary course of business, controls much of the conduct and actions of its
customers, visitors and employees at the Facilities listed on Exhibit A to this Notice (hereinatter, “the
Facilities”). One of the actions the Violator controls is whether or not to allow its customers, visitors and
employees at the Facilities to smoke cigarettes and cigars. At certain designaled areas at each of the
Facilities the Violator has prohibited smoking and has posted signs barring smoking in those areas. The
Violator strictly enforces that prohibition.

However, the Violator has also specifically chosen to allow its customers, visitors and employees
at each of the Facilities to smoke cigarettes and cigars in certain areas. Those areas are the entrances to
the Facilities and in the walkways and common areas where the Violator allows persons to congregate
and smoke, and in addition, at larger Facilities, in the arcas surrounding ATM machines which are
situated in the wall of the buildings and in seating areas close (o the entrances to the Facilities. In those
areas the Violator has chosen to allow its customers, visitors and employees to be exposed to tobacco
smoke via the breathing of second hand tobacco smoke and via contact with their skin and clothing. The



Violator has however specifically chosen to ignore the requirements of Proposition 65 and has failed to
post clear and reasonable warnings at those areas so that its customers, visitors and employees, who may
not wish to be exposed, can be warned that, upon entering and/or using the bank facilities in those areas,
they may be exposed to tobacco smoke.

Persons representing CDG have personally visited many of your Facilities from the period
August 1, 2005 and February 15, 2006 (hereinafter referred to as the “Investigation Period”). During
those investigations CDG discovered that the Facilities are owned and/or managed by IRVINE
COMPANY, and that IRVINE COMPANY has more than nine employees. Those investigations showed
that IRVINE COMPANY has chosen to allow its customers, visitors and employees at the Facilities to
congregate at or near the entrances to the Facilities and to smoke tobacco products, and has specifically
chosen to allow smoking in certain areas. Those areas are the entrances to the Facilities and in the
walkways and common areas where the Violator allows persons to congregate and smoke, and in
addition, at larger Facilities, in the areas surrounding ATM machines which are situated in the wall of the
buildings and in scating areas close to the entrances to the Facilities.

In the Facilities and areas noted IRVINE COMPANY has chosen to allow its customers, visitors
and employees to be exposed to tobacco smoke via the breathing of second hand tobacco smoke and via
contact with their skin and clothing. Evidence that the smoking of tobacco products was taking place and
had taken place at the noted areas at the Facilities was seen by the investigators for CDG at the Facilities
during the Investigation Period, including persons seen smoking in these areas and the presence of
cigarette butts on the ground and/or in waste containers in those areas. The obvious and conspicuous
presence of such smokers, the cigarette butts on the ground, as well as the presence of cigarette disposal
receptacles/ashstrays in those areas is evidence of the knowledge of IRVINE COMPANY that such
activities occurred in those areas and were permitted by IRVINE COMPANY.

The investigation by CDG at the Facilities showed that IRVINE COMPANY has specifically
chosen to ignore the requirements of Proposition 65 and has failed to post clear and reasonable warnings
in the areas noted above where smoking is permitted so that its customers, visitors and employees, who
may not wish to be exposed, can be warned that, upon entering any of those areas, they may be exposed

to tobacco smoke, a chemical known to the State of California to cause cancer and/or reproductive
toxicity.

It is clear therefore that for the entire period of time that IRVINE COMPANY has owned and/or
controlled the Facilities prior to the Investigation Period, IRVINE COMPANY has failed to post clear
and reasonable warning signs at the Facilities in compliance with Proposition 65. Given that the
maximum period of potential liability pursuant to Proposition 65 (the operative statute pursuant to which
a complaint will be filed against IRVINE COMPANY) is four years, this Notice is intended to inform
IRVINE COMPANY that it has been in violation of Proposition 65 from the time period from four years
prior to the last date of the Investigation Period noted above, for every day upon which IRVINE
COMPANY owned and/or controlled any Facility listed on Exhibit A.

The written reports prepared by the investigators for CDG, prepared contemporaneously with the
investigations conducted during the Initial Investigation Period, has been provided to the Office of the
Attorney General responsible for Proposition 65 enforcement.

Environmental Exposures:

While in the course of doing business, at the locations in the attached Exhibit A, for up to four
years prior to 02/01/2006, the Violator has been and is knowin gly and intentionally exposing its
customers and the public to tobacco smoke and other chemicals listed below and designated by the State



of California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity without first giving clear and reasonable warnin g
of that fact to the exposed persons (Health & Safety Code Section 24249.6). The source of exposures is
tobacco smoke. The areas where exposures occur are the entrances to the Facilities and in the walkways
and common areas where the Violator allows persons to congregate and smoke, and in addition, at larger
Facilities, in the areas surrounding ATM machines which are situated in the wall of the buildings and in
seating areas close to the entrances to the Facilities.

Occupational Exposures:

While in the course of doing business , at the locations in the attached Exhibit A, for up to four
years prior to 02/01/2006, the Violator has been and is knowingly and intentionally exposing employees
of the violator to tobacco and tobacco smoke and other chemicals listed below and designated by the State
of California to cause cancer and reproductive toxicity without first giving clear and reasonable warning
of that fact to the exposed person (Health & Safety Code Section 25249.6). The source of exposure
includes tobacco and tobacco smoke at the locations in Exhibit A. Employees include and are not limited
to security personnel, maintenance workers, service personnel and administrative personnel. Such
exposure takes place in the areas where exposures occur, that is, the entrances to the Facilities and in the
walkways and common areas where the Violator allows persons to congregate and smoke, and in
addition, at larger Facilities, in the areas surrounding ATM machines which are situated in the wall of the
buildings and in seating areas close to the entrances to the Facilities.

The route of exposure for Occupational Exposures and Environmental Exposures to the
chemicals listed below has been inhalation, ingestion and dermal contact with tobacco smoke at the
locations in the attached Exhibit A. In other words, via the breathing of tobacco smoke and contact with

the skin at those locations. For each such type and means of exposure, the Violator has exposed and is
exposing the above referenced persons to:

SEE ATTACHED LIST OF CARCINOGENS/TOXINS

Proposition 65 requires that notice and intent to sue be given to the Violator 60 days before the
suit is filed. With this letter, Consumer Defense Group Action gives notice of the alleged violations to
the Violator and the appropriate governmental authorities. Consumer Defense group Action will seek
injunctive relief either requiring the posting of clear and reasonable warning signs pursuant to Proposition
65 or alternatively that the Facilities be smoke-free excepl for specifically designated and well-signed
areas where smoking would be permitted This notice covers all violations of Proposition 65 that are
currently known to Consumer Defense Group Action from information now available to them. CDG
continues to investigate the other Facilities owned and/or managed by the Violator and reserves the right
to amend this Notice to include additional Facilities and/or exposures. With the copy of this notice
submitted to the violations, a copy is provided of “The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act

of 1986 (Proposition 65): A Summary.”
By: m C 0 R/\I\
Anthony G. Gr@, EO&.'

Dated: February 24, 2006




Exhibit A

Clarence Barker, President
550 Newport Center Drive
Post Office Box 6370

Newport Beach, CA 92658-6370

Skypark Business Center Jamboree Center
Irvine, CA. Irvine, CA.
MaCArthur Court Executive Park
Newport Beach, CA. Irvine, CA.

8001 Irvine Center Dr Alton Corporate Ctr
Irvine, CA. Irvine, CA.

8105 Irvine Center Dr Palm Court

Irvine, CA. Irvine, CA.




LIST OF CARCINOGENS

Acetaldehyde Acetamide
Acrylonitrile 4-Aminobiphenyl
4-Aminodiphenyl) /Aniline

Ortho-Anisidine

Arsenic (inorganic arsenic compounds)

Benz[a]anthracene Benzene

[Benzo[b)fluoranthene Benzo[j]fluoranthene
Benzo[k]fluoranthene Cadmium

Captan Chromium (hexavalent compounds)
Chrysene Dichlorodiphenyltrichloroethane (DDT)

Bibenz[a,h]anthracene

7H-Dibenzo[c,g]carbazole

Dibenzo[a,e]pyrene Dibenzo[a,h]pyrene
Dibenzola,i]pyrene Dibenzo[a,l]pyrene
L,1-Dimethylhydrazine (UDMH) Formaldehyde (gas)

Hydrazine

Lead and lead compounds

1-Naphthylamine

2-Naphthylamine

Nickel and certain nickel compounds

2-Nitropropane

IN-Nitrosodi-n-butylamine

IN-Nitrosodiethanolamine

IN-Nitrosodiethylamine

IN-Nitrosomethylethylamine

IN-Nitrosomorpholine

IN-Nitrosonornicotine

IN-Nitrosopiperidine

N-Nitrosopyrrolidine

Ortho-Toluidine

Tobacco Smoke

Urethane (Ethyl carbamate)

LIST OF REPRODUCTIVE TOXINS

Arsenic (inorganic Oxides)

Cadmium

Carbon disulfide Carbon monoxide
[ead Nicotine
Toluene Tobacco Smoke

[Urethane




, CERTIFICATE OF MERIT
Health and Safety Code Section 25249.7(d)

I, Anthony G. Graham, hereby declare: |
‘1. . This Certificate of Merit accompanies the attached sixty-day notice(s) in which it
is alleged the parties identified in the notices have violated Health and Safety Code section
25249.6 by faJlmg to provide clear and reasonable warnings.
2. Iam member of the State Bar of California, a partner of the law firm of Graham
& Martin, LLP and attomey for notlcmg party Consumer Defense Group Action.
3. _ I have consultcd w1th one or more persons with rclevant and appropriate
‘experience or expertise who has ,_rc:.y;qwqdk facts, studies, or other data regarding the alleged
exposures to the listed chemicals;that.are. the spbject of the action. _
4, Based ;Qn;mgginfqgngﬁgn. obtamed through tﬁose consultatidn’s, and on all other
information in m}; possession, I belieye there is a reasonable and 'me_ritorious case for the private
“action. I understand that f‘ge_:asona}_bl_g_‘md;mer,itorious case for the privatc action” means th#t the
information provides a credible basis, that all elements of the plaintiffs’ case can be esfablished
and the information did no’g:‘p-tove that the alleged violator will be able to establish any of the |

affirmative defenses set forth in the statute. .



5. The copy of this Certificate of Merit served on the Attorney General attaches to it
factual information sufficient to establish the basis for this certificate, including the information
identified in Health and Safety Code section 25249.7(h)(2), i.e., (1) the identity of the persons

consulted with and relied on by the certifier, and (2) the facts, studies, or other data reviewed by

those persons.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

. foregoing is true and correct. Executed at Costa Mesa, California on February 3, 2006.

Ay (e




Appcn‘

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
HAZARD ASSESSMENT
CALIFORNIA EN'V TRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

THE SAFE DRINKING WATER AND TOXIC
ENFORCEMENT ACT OF 1986
(PROPOSTTION £5): A SUMMARY

The following summary has been prepared by the Office of Environmen-

18] Health Hazard' _Assessment, the lead agency for the implementation
of the Sale Drinking Waler and Toxic Enforeement Act of 1986 (com-
monly known as “proposition 657), A copy of this summary. oust be in-
cluded 25 an anachrnent 10 20Y notice of violation served upon analicged
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_provisions of thelaw, andis lnl.endedmmvconlyls B conv:m:m source
of general information- ‘It is notiniended w provide. authoritative guid- -
ance on the meaning OF lpplu:mun of the law. The.reader is directed 10
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::::509224; 5 thr’;)ugh 249,13, Regulations that provide mmspe:lﬁc
gu\dlncﬂ on compliance, lnd that specify procedures to be followed by
- the Statc in carrying out ceruain.aspects of the law, arc found in'l'\ﬂezz
- of the California Code of Regulations, Sections 12000 |hmugh 14000

R
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Thc “Gonmar': usL Plbposh!on 65 nqul:u lheGnvernonopublhh
s list of chemicals that gre known to the. Suate of Californiz o cause can-
cer, or birth defecus of other reproductive harm. This list must be updated
sl jcast once'd’ year: Over 550 chemicals have been lisied as of May 1,
" 1996. Only those chsmials that are on the list are regulated under this
|mw. Businesses that uee; use, release or otherwise engage in acuvi-
ties involving those' chemiﬂll must comply with m: fonuwm;
mible warning: A businessis nquued 10.WEm 1 person
g:l‘:’r:::rz::z jyand:imientionally™ exposing that person 1o & listed
chemical, The warning Biven
 (hat the warTing st (l)cluﬂy
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e or she is ex
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Q:Zwmg‘;?,::m; or r release a listed chemical inlo waler or onio land

where it passes of probably will pazs into a s0isroE of drinking water. Dis-

charges are.exerpt from this requirement if they oc:ur‘less than twenty
s alter the dauc of lsting of the chemical.

DOES PROPOSITION 65 PROVIDE ANY EXEM PTIO Ng?.‘,‘

Yes. The law exemF‘

Ganrnmcnml
[ederal, State or local govemment,
\er syu:ml.

Businesses ‘,m, ,.W orfewer ¢mplay¢¢: Ncilher lhc wa.rmng require-
prohibition applies 10 a busmess thll cmploys a
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\otal of nine or fewer cmployeet

musi be “clearand reasonable.” This means -
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a:ﬂl""’ and pubhc w;ururmﬁa.wﬁ.ll agencies of the
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Exposures Mpo*niﬁcam risk of cancer. For cbhemicals thatare
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regulaions idenufy specific “no significant risk” levels {or more thanr
250 listed carcinogens. .

Exponu'ex that will produce no obscnnble rcproducnvc effectal 1,00¢
times the level in guestion. For chemicals krown Lo the Staie 10 caus.
binh defects or otber reproductive harm (“mproducuvc woxicants™) ,
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

Contact the Office of Environmental Health Huazard Assessment’ s
ositon 65 lmplemetintion Office & (916) M5—6900

$14000. Chemicals Requiredby State or Federa\ Law
Have Been Tested for Potential to Cause
Cancer or Reproductive Toxiclty, but whi

Have Not Been Adequately Tested As
Required.
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—- T mem e uvupgruy VAU UGS EHGLGU &3
Keaders snowia Dm:u :c cancerorreproductive toxicity is not included
known Loym\i:nm;:j?g as roquiring sdditions) testing for that panicular
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e
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derway,

. {d) Chemicals required Wi tesied by the Unied Siates

ta Protection Agency, Office of Pesticide Programs

The U.S. Environmenul Prolection Agency (EP A) is responsible for
the regulation of pesiicides under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). FIFR.A requires EPA 10 ‘Tegister pesticides
based on dats adequaie to demonisirate that they will noy resull in unres.
sonableadverse cffecstopeople ©r the environment when used in accoy-
dance with their EPA-approved labels,

In 1988, FIFRA wasamended wo strengthen EPA®
Ty authority and responsibiliies 1o rercgisier pesticides registered priar
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Animal bioassay data is admissible and generally indicauve ol poten-
uaJF(:’ if :Cu":p‘c:‘:: :F this regulation, substances are present occupationally
when thereis @ possibility of exposure either as a result of normal work
opcrations or a reasonably foresecable emergency resulting from work-
place operations. A r:asonab'lyh foresecable emergency is one which a
reasonable person should anticipaic based on usual work conditions, a
substance'’s panicular chcm!c.al properties (c.g., polential for explosion,
fire, reactivity), and the potential for human health hazards, A reasonably
{oresecable emergency includes, bulis not limited to, spills, fires, explo-
sions, cquipment failure, rupure .of containers, or fallore of control
equipment which may of do result ina reiease of 2 hazardous substance
ino the workplace. .

(b) Administrative PrOCedurtfolIowcd by the Director for the Devel-
opment of the Initial List. The Director shall hold a public hearing con-
cerning the initial list. The record will remain open 30 days afier the pub-
lic hearing for additional wrillen comment. Requests 1o cxempt a
substance in a panticular physicl sute, volume, or concentration from
the provisions of Labor Codc scolions 6390 10 6399.2 may be made at this
time. If nocomments in opposition \o such a request are made al the pub-
lic hearing or received during the comment period, or if the Director can
find no valid reason why the request should not be considered, it will be
incorporaicd during the Director's preparation of the list

Aficr the public comment period the Direcior shall formulate the ini-
uial list and send it 1o the Standards Board for approval, Afier receipt of
the list or & modified list from the Standards Board, the Director will
adopt the list and file #t with the Office of Administrative Law.

(c) Concentration Requirement In determining whether the concen-
tration requircment of a substance should be changed pursuant to Labor
Code section 6383, the Director shall consider valid and substantial evi-
dence. Valid and substantial evidence shall consist of clinical evidence
or toxicological studies including, but not limited to, animal bicassay
tests, shori=term in vitro 1sts, and human epidemiological studies, Upon

adoption, a jegulation indicating the concentration requirement for a sub-

siance shall consist of 8 footnote on Lhe fist .

(d) Procedures for Modifying the LisL. The Director will consider peti-
tions from any member of the public 1o modify the list or the concentra-
lion requirements, pursusnl 1o the procedures specified in Government
Code section 11347. 1. With petitions to modify the list, the Director shall
make any necessary deletions or dditions in accordance with the proce-
dures herein set forth for establishing the list. The Direcior will review
the existing list at icast eveTy two yeasand shall make any necessary ad-
ditions or deletions in mmwhh the procedures herein sct forth for
establishing the list :

(¢) Crileria for Modifying the List. Petivons 1o add or remove a sub-

stance on the list, mudily the concentration level of a substance, or refer-
ence when a panticular subsu.nec is present in a physical state which does
nol post any human health risk must be accompanied with relevant and
sulficient scientific dsta which may include, but is not limited 10, shon~
\crm 12s1S, animal studies. human epidemiological studies, and clinical
data. If the applicant does not include the compiete content of a refer-
cnced swdy or other document, there must be sufficient information 10
permit the Direciar to ident!fy and obain the referenced material, The pe-
litionet Bears the burden of justifying any propesed modification of the
list.

The Dirccror shall considﬂflll evidence submited. including ncgative
and positive cvidence, All evidence must be based on properly designed
swdics [or toxicological cndpoinus indicaung adverse health cffects in
humans, ¢.g.. carcinogcnicily, muugenicity, neurotoxicily, organ dama-
go/ellects. : . .

For purposes of this r:gulluon: nima) daw is admissiblc and general-
ly indicative of pommial.:ﬂecu in humans, T .

The abscnce of a panicuiar category of studics shall not be uscd .to
prove the absence of risk. '

- ration of the occupational applications of the Calif

tnherent insensitivities, n results must be reevaluated in light of
the limits of sensitivity of cach study, it tesidesign, and the protocol fol-
lowed,

In cvaluating different results armong proper tests, as 2 general Tuie,
positive results shall be Ki\“'-F‘ more weight than negative results for pur.
poses of including a substance on the list ormodifying the listin reference
\o concentration, physical state or volume, so that appropriate informas.
tion may be provided regarding those positive resulis. in each case, 1he
relative sensitivity of each Lest shall be 3 factor in resolving such ‘con-
flicts. -

. ity cited: Secion €380, : j
?]%Itﬁ ;‘,‘},“ﬂ‘;’;;'ﬂ Sect L;berCo‘:bu Code. Reference: Sections 6361,
HisToRY

1. New anticlc § (section 337) filed 1 1-5-41; effective. thinic,
(Register 81, No.45). thinicth day thereahe

2, Amendment of subscction (d) filed 1-15-2%: eflective

Govemment Code section 11346 .2(d) (Regisier 81, No‘.'g?.“ fling pursuan 10

3. Ediwrial correction of HISTORY 2, (Regisier 91, No. 19),

§338. Special Procedures for Supplementary Entorcement

ol Stste Plan Requirements Cong
Proposition 65, .

(a) ms sectionsels forth special pmceduru'necgu.,-y 10 COmPlY wi
the terms of the approval by the United Sties Depariment of Labzryc:;?.\ful
California Hazard Communication Sundard, perlaining 10 the incompo

ornia Safe Drinkin
and Toxic Enforcement Act (hereinafier Proposition 65), as i:l fann?‘t:
62 Federal Regisier 31159 (June 6, 1997). This

val A
placed cenain conditions on the enforcement of Propmmﬁm:m: ri
gard Lo occupational exposures, including that it does not apply to th

conduct of manufacturers occurring outside the State of California. Ap
person proceeding *in the public interes™ purzuant 10 Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(d) (hercinafier “Supplemental Enforeer™) or any disui
sllorney or city 0Ty Of Prosecuior pursuant to Health and Safe
Code § 25249.7(c) (hercinafier “PublicProsecutor™), who alleges the ¢
istence of violations of Proposition €5, with respec: 1o occupational ¢
posures as incorporaied into the Califomia Hazard Communication Su
dard (hereinafier “Suppiememal Enforcement Mauer™), ‘shall comy
with the rcquirements of this section. No Supplemental Enforcerm -
Matter shall proceed excepl in compliance with the requiremenu of t
section.

() 22'CCR § 12903, seuting forth specific requirements forthe comnt
and manner of service of sixty~day notices under Propositon 65, in
fecton April 22,1997.is adopted and incorporated by reference. l;\ o
tion, any sixty~day nolice conceming a Supplemental Enforecment b
ter shall include the following suwement: )

_“This noticc alicges the violaton of Proposition 65 with TTIped o
cupational cxposures governed by the Callfornia Swuie Plan for Oeo
tional Safety and Health, The Sute Plan incorporaes the provisior
Proposition 63. as approved by Federal OSHA on June 6, 1997. Thi
proval specifically placed cenain conditions with regard o occupati
exposures on Proposition 63, including that it does not apply 1o the
duct of manufacturers occurring outside the State of California. Th
proval also provides that an cmployer may use the means of compli
in the general hazard communication reguiremenes 1o comply with |
osition 65. It alsorequires that supplemenial enforcement is subject !
supervision of the Califomia Occupational Safety and Health Adn
ualon. Accordingly, any settlement, civil complaint, or subsu
courn orders in this maller must be submited 1o the Atlormey Gen

(€) A Supplemenial Enforeer or Public Prosecutor who comme:
Supplemenul Enforcement Mater shall serve a filc—endorsed e
the complaint upon the Aunoraey General within ten days alier filin
the Coun. ‘

(d) A Supplcmenal inforeer or Public Prosecutor shall serve uy
Auomcy General u copy of any motion, or oppnsition 10 a3 mot

erning

Page 23 .

Heyraer JUEL Nar 410 - 1



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this case. Iam a resident of or employed in the county

where the mailing occurred. My business address is 950 South Coast Drive, Suite 220, Costa Mesa,
California 92626.

I SERVED THE FOLLOWING:

1.) 60-Day Notice of Intent to Sue Under Health & Safety Code Section 24249.6

2) The Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986 (Proposition 65): A
Summary (only sent to violators)

by enclosing a true copy of the same in a sealed envelope addressed to each person whose name

and address is shown below and deposing the envelope in the United States mail with the postage fully
prepaid:

Date of Mailing: February 24, 2006
Place of Mailing: Costa Mesa, California

NAME AND ADDRESS OF EACH PERSON TO WHOM DOCUMENTS WERE MAILED:

Clarence Barker, President

The Irvine Company

550 Newport Center Drive

Post Office Box 6370

Newport Beach, CA 92658-6370

California Attorney General
(Proposition 65 Enforcement Division)
1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor

Oakland, CA

Orange County District Attorney

700 Civic Center Dr. W., 2™ Fl.
Santa Ana, CA 92701

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: February 24, 2006

KM
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